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Mr Tini Rehder 
U S Environmental Protection Agency, Region VI11 
999 18th Street Suite 500, 8WM-RI 
Denver, Colorado 80202-2405 

MI Steve T,ii lton 
Color,ido Dep,iitment of Public Hedlth dnd Enviioniiieiir 
4300 Cheiry Cieek Drive South 
Denver. Colorado 80222- 1530 

Dear Tini dnd Steve 

I received your letter of May 2 I relating vour concern\ iegarding RFCA project 
coordindtion The information in your letter I \  indccurdte dnd incomplete The purpo\C 0 1  
this letter is to provide the record with a more dccurdte dnd complete accounting ot t h t  I , I C I \  

siirrounding the three situations in your letter. to reldte my concern\, and to recommend 
future behdviors by the Project Coordinator(, which should help to tacilitdte 
c 0111 nici n IC &it ions 

Itern number one in your lettei wd\ regarding air monitoring data in the T3m4 clwiilc 
RepOrt As you are aware, due to a document reproduction error, a copy 5ent fo tP 1 u I \  

lacking the attachment which contained that data Thi\ unfonundte erroi was not 
intentional, and I was not aware of i t  until you called 

Item number two in your letter regdrded yobr reque,t foi dir sampling datd tor thL \ l o c l r i ( i  
excdvation project As you are awdre. the rc quest was mdde directly to n contrdctoi 
without my knowledge When you comniuiiicdted the request to me, you were hand 
delivered the data within one day ot my rect'ipt ot your request In addition RFFO I \  

tcirthei looking into the time which I \  red\on,ible toi \dmple dndlyw tuindiound , i i i ( i  j '  I :  1 

Vd I I ci'i t IO I1 

Iteni number three in your letter ieldted to the \oil hot \POI reiiiovdl nedi the Mound 
Contaminated Soil Feed Stockpile As you lire dwdre, the review identified coriiiiiiirilk 11 I O O  

problems within RFETS Fdilure to notify upper niandgement was not the only 
coniniiinication problem idenritied yoiii letter ktcitc\ T h e  re\ icw d\o idciiti t IC ( 1  
biedkdowii in communicdtion to the technicril piojeLt iii'iiugei dt DOE which wo~ilti t I  I I 

resulted in communication to you Step\ hade been taken to pievent this situ'ition i i i  I I ~ L  

future As you recall, I called you both imrriedi'itely upon my dwdrenes5 of thi\ \itii I i i I ' i i  

even before I had the chance to verity dll the tdct\ I \poke with you dgdin when I ti I ~ I  i t i t  

t,ict\ veiified 
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I agree thdt it is esseotial that technical ddta be conununicated dccurately and expeditiously 
In the instances you cite, you had not made me aware of your request, and when you did, 
your need5 were quickly met For information requests, to DOE contractors for which I am 
unaware, I cannot ensure timely response I do not wioh to insert myself between your 
agency staffs and RFETS personnel, but we must develop a system to tiack your requests 
To that end I propose that we continue to use the consultative process described in Part 7 of 
RFCA and that you utilize me, the DOE RFCA Project Coordinator to facilitate the timely 
responses to your requests for information 

I propose that we discuss this issue in more detail at our next Project Coordinator's 
meeting I believe we can jointly, i n  the spirit of RFCA, develop a system which can help 
facilitate timely dccurate exchange of technicdl ddtd I v d l  be contdcting you to set up 
time to discuss this issue 

SI  ncerely , 

A-zdtY& Steven W Slaten 

RFCA Project Coordinator 

cc 
J Legare, RLG. RFFO 
B April, RLG, RFFO 
Adrmnistrative Record 


